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A COMPARISON OF 
THE TEACHINGS OF JESUS AND OF HODERN SOCIOLOGY 
NH WAR 


Introduction. 


The world is at present questioning the institution 
of war from every angle, its good and ill effetéts, its 
necessity and inevitability; and is discussing methods 
to do away with it. The purpose of this thesis is to 
endeavor to determine two things: whether wer wes senc- 
tioned by the Founder of Christianity or was consistent 
with his teachings, and whether war is supported by modern 
sociology. We have thus endeavored to arrive et a ver- 
dict on the necessity and desirability of war from two 
authorities. We have attempted to consult the authority 
of a great religious teacher and the authority of 2 twen- 
tieth century science. We have not attempted to show the 
attitude of the church toward war, either in the past or 
in the present. We have not attempted to prove a case 
against war. We have not entered into the causes of war. 
We have merely tried to ascertein the attitude of Jesus 
and of modern sociological writers toward this old insti- 
tution. 

Our inquiry is divided into two parts and is conclu- 


ded by a brief summary. 
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Chapter I 


THE TEACHINGS OF JESUS AS APPLIED TO WAR 


1. The Certainty of Jesus' Teaching about War. 

The certainty of Jesus' teaching about war has been 
@ question in the minds of Christians for ages. The rea- 
son for this was because Jesus laid down certain general 
ethicel principles. It was not his intention to frame 
@ code of behavior which should apply to 211i situations 
which any man might fece. The application of these prin- 
ciples to the concrete situations of life was bound to 
raise a number of complicated problems. It wes not pos- 


= 


sible for Jesus to show the applicetions of these princi- 
ples to all situations. On greet fields of human activity 
we heve no specific teaching of Jesus recorded. This is 
the case with war. It is true that the gospels contein 
no definite statements as to whether or not the disciples 
ere to bear arms. Furthermore it has been ergued that 
conditions of the times might explain his silence and 
justify a negative inference from it. (1) On the other 
hend it must be born in mind thet teaching may be fairly 
cleer and certain when it is not in the strict sense ex- 
plicit. Also any summary of the conditions of the time 
must include the burning enmity of the Jews toward Rome 
ana their ever readiness to rise up ageinst their oppress- 


ors. Cadoux suggests that it is inconceivable that 


(1) Cadoux, C.J-, The Eeriy Church and the World, p. 51 
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Jesus, "believing himself to be the Messiah and hoping 

at least at first for a national adherence to himself, 
should have had nothing to say in regard to this interna- 
tional crisis." (1) For his fellow men, as we shall see 
later, Jesus holds that they should obey government orders, 
perform forced labor, and pay taxes. (2). But the prin- 
Ciple that the disciple must not disobey or deny or be 
ashamed of his master implicitly authorizes, under cer- 
tain conditions of state persecution, direct disobedience 
to the orders of government. We have to determine, then, 
whether or not war is consistent with the teachings of 
Jesus. Our incuiry will be two-fold. 1. Is war con- 
sistent with the general tenor of Jesus' teachings and 
with his life? 2. Does a careful interpretation of the 
specific incidents end statements in the life of Jesus, 
which in any way refer to war, indicate that he favored 


war or thet he would not sanction it? 


2. The General Tenor of Jesus' Teachings and of His Life 


See eee ee ee Se ———ee 


in Regard to War. 

Ae Was the general tenor of Jesus' message and 
teachings opposed to war? Jesus! message was the result 
of the contact of Jesus! personality with the circumstances 
of his time. In order to see more clearly the nature of 
this message and its application to our problem we must 


bear in mind some of these circumstances under which Jesus! 
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teachings were given. The fierce enmity of the subject 
Jews to their Roman conquerors and the governors which 
they supported has been mentioned. It broke out in 
uprising and revolt time after time, finally culminating 
in the fierce and disastrous struggle of 66 to 70 A.D., 
when Judaea was indeed ravageu, Jerusalem laid waste, 
and the temple desecrated and destroyed. The conflict 
of Jewish ambitions and Roman power produced in the Jews 
various manifestations, The zealot nationalists said that 
the Jews must obtain freedom by combating the whole world, 
if necessary. They believed that because they were God's 
chosen people, He could not allow them to perish and would 
in the end bring victory to then. Others advised letting 
the Roman civilization supersede Judaism. There were 
many intermediary positions. Jesus was against resistance 
to Rome. (1) He believed that was not God's way. (2) 
He saw that only disaster awaited the Jews should they 
continue in their attitude of hatred and animosity to 
their Roman overlords. Simkhovitch says that his vision 
(1) Simkhovitch, V.G., Toward the Understanding of 
Jesus, Pp. 4°? 
(2) Bosworth suggests that in the temptation scene 
the temptation to worship Satan is a parable por- 
traying the temptation of Jesus to use political 
means and hence force and methods of war to estab- 
lish the kingdom of God. Jesus! reply to this 
temptation was that a man should never do anything 
else than worship God. Jesus felt he must meke 


no compromise with evil. The Life and Teachings 
of Jesus, p. 78 
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was shared by other Jewish intellectuals and quotes from 
Josephus who tried to dissuade the Jews from ae tenptine 
the hopeless task of freeing themselves of the Roman yoke 
of oppression. (1) Not only was Jesus against resistance 
to Rome but he was also against submission with hatred in 
the heart. His was quite a different solution. "Ye 
have heard that it hath been said, Thou shalt.love thy 
neighbor, and hate thine enemy. But I say untc you, 

love your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to 
them that hate you, and pray for them which despitefully 
use you and persecute you; ihat ye may be the children of 
your Father which is in heaven: for he maketh his sun to 
rise on the evil and on the good, and sendeth rain on the 
just and on the unjust." (2) Jesus! solution of the 
political problem of his day was thus a spiritual solution. 
It was a positive dynamic solution. Evil was not to be 
condoned, but to be overcome with good. "Do good to them 
that hate you." Simkhovitch suggests how the inner reli- 
gious experience of Jesus was related to the core of his 
message: 

"Jesus originally either resented the aggression of 
Rome, or he did not. If he did not, there was no occasion 
for any inner exertion. If he did resent it, if he felt 
bitterly about it, what was he to do with himself end his 
resentment in this crisis? How could a proud spirit 

I) op- cit. pp. 40-4 


(2) Matt. 5. 43-5 
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justify non-resistance to Rome? A proud spirit could 
not. But when the proud spirit exhausted itself in the 
struggle, came humility and acceptance, and with it, ex- 
altation embracing heaven and earth. The veil had fallen 
from the eyes, the simple meaning of the hidden things was 
revealed, and a new insight was won."(1) Jesus had risen 
to heights of humen yet spiritual insight that we are just 
now beginning to glimpse. : 

Thus the general tenor of Jesus' teachings is, briefly: 
ae All men are sons of God and can find the richest experi- 
ences of life by-living God-like lives; b. God-like lives 
are dominated by the spirit of good will. This is wholly 
inconsistent with war. 

We can get confirmation of this from two converging 
lines. First of all is the testimony which comes from 
the temptation scenes. The most natural interpretation 
of the temptation to do homage to Satan in order to become 
ruler of the world is that Jesus saw here the possibility 
of gaining politicel control of the peoples of the earth 
and then ruling in justice and mercy and teaching the 
people his message. Jesus, however, turned his back on 
this method. (2) It would involve bloodshed and suffer- 
ing of the innocent. Such actions were utterly contrary 
to what Jesus thought were Godlike and so becoming to 


& Son of God. Therefore, he could have none of them. 


Tl) op. cit., p. 46 
(2) See Bosworth, op. cit., pp. 77-8 
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He must take some means which would not destroy human 
personality, some method which would not result in. bleod= 
shed. He must be honest now, do right now. The one prac- 
tical means of winning the lordship of the world speedily 
and completely, that is, war, was thus forbidden to Jesus 

by the moral code which he called the will of God, and which 
contained the laws of love and gentleness and the Golden 
Rule among its prime enactments. To have taken arms there- 
fore would have been to him disobedience to God and thus 


an act of homage to Satan. 


B. We have now to consider whether or not the spirit 
of Jesus' life was opposed to war and his living consistent 
with his teachings. The general tenor of Jesus! life was 
one of good will. This is shown by the fact that his 
life was consistent with his teachings. Jesus! practice 
of love of enemiés and refusal to seek revenge on those 
who had done him harm is shown in his words on the cross, 
"Father, forgive them for they know not what they do."(1) 
(1) The authenticity of this statement is questioned. 


to Compulsion as a Means of Establishing Righteousness 
and the Use of Force in Response to Evil, says: "Not 
only is the verse found only in Luke; but it is lack- 
ing in a number of the earliest manuscripts on Luke-- 
see Plummer, Commentary on Luke, p. 544. Montefiore 
says, ‘It is almost universally acknowledged to be 
spurious.! However a number of commentators, while 
agreeing that it was not part of the original Gospel 
of Luke, claim for it authenticity as a part of the 
genuine evangelical tradition, So Plummer, Commentary, 
p. 544; Westcott and Hort, cited by Plummer, p. 531; 
and Adeney, Commentary, p. 383.” 
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It is shown also in the incident of the Samaritan village 
which refused him hospitality. When the disciples asked 
him to call down fire from heaven to consume the village 
he rebuked them, and they went to another village. (1) 
During his trial his whole attitude was the same. He 
rebuked the disciples who attempted to use the sword in 
his defense. He surrendered without resistence e He 
endured the mocking disgrace and scourging without a word. 
That this silence was not due to fear is proven by the fact 
that Jesus had known for some time the possibility of ail 
this evil treatment and had not fled from it. Finally a 
"search of the synoptic gospels fails to reveal any instance 
in which Jesus discriminated against his opponents by re- | 
fusing to give to them, as to others, the great good which 
he came to bring--the new revelation of God and the pro- 
Clamation of His Kingdom." (2) 

"To sum up: An examination of the Synoptic Gospels 
shows us that Jesus lived according to the principles 
which he taught: ‘Love your enemies and do them good,' 
and ‘Take no revenge, but return good for evil.' He 
used moral force only to restrain evil in the interest of 
others, and without altering his good-will toward the evil- 


doers. He made no discrimination against his opponents 


Luke 9. 55-6 
ts} Maxwell, Le, op._cit., p. lll 
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in offering his 'good news of the Kingdom! to men: he was 
eager to help all who would receive his message. He suf- 
fered humiliation, persecution and death without 4 venge- 
ful word or deed toward his persecutors, and this while 
conscious of his own Messianic dignity. As he paid the 
cost, in persecution and death, of a good life lived in 
an evil world, so he taught all who eoaad become his fol- 
lowers, that they too must be willing to pay the same 
cost." (1) 

So the consistency of Jesus! living with his teaching 
reinforces those teachings. The whole tenor of his life 
was such that violence to another, the use of force upon 
another individual, was totally adverse to his nature. 
Thus war is utterly inconsistent with the spirit of Jesus' 


living. 


5. .Specific Incidents and Statements in the Life of 
We come now to look at the more specific statements 
ae incidents in the life of Jesus which in any way refer 
to war. 
A. Certain of the teachings of Jesus although they 
do not deal directly with war contain references to it. 


They were given to illustrate his teaching. The first 


is: "Think not I came to bring peace to the earth." (2) 


1) Maxwell, L., op. cit., p. 114 
2) Matt. 10.34; Luke 12.51 
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The real meaning is of course obvious when the ; 

is considered in the light of the context, Jesus is 

simply saying that a result of his coming will be fierce 

antagonisms against his folowers on the part of their fellow 

men. The next passage is the one in which Jesus speaks 

of violent men snatching the kingdom of heaven and of people 

forcing their way into it. (1) A study of the context here 

shows that these statements are also metaphorical and illus- 

trate the point that “eagerness and enterprise are needful 

to secure watrance into the kingdom." (2) In another case 

Jesus gives a parable about a king with ten thousand men 

taking counsel as to whether he can make war successfully 

against one with twenty thousand. If he can not, he is 

to ask for terms. Jesus here does not sanction war, but 

merely uses a Situation which all his hearers would under- 

stand to illustrate the duty of counting in advance the 

cost of the renunciation which is involved in being his 

disciple. (3) Another parabolic reference to war is in 

Matthew 22. 6 ff., where, in the parable of the king's 

marriage feast, the king sends his armies to kill those 

who murdered his messengers and to burn their city. This 

is evidently a gloss of the evangelist and is meant to show 

God's punishment of the wicked. (4) Finally, there is 

Mat&s.i1,i2; Luke 16.16 

Cadoux, C.J., The Barly Church and the World, p. 52 

5) Luke 14.51-5 

4) Slater, Commentary on Matthew, New Century Bible, p. 270, 
adds that the inclusion of these circumstances--that is, 


the use of violence, has led some to suppose that Matthew 
has here combined two parables. Cr. Luke 14.21. 
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the incident at the last supper where Jesus says to his 
disciples, "Let him that hath no sword sell his cloak 

and buy one." (1) The disciples point out that they have 
two swords whereupon Jesus closes the conversation with 
the words, "It is enough," A literal interpretation of 
this passage is ruled out by the fact that two swords were 
obviously not enough to defend twelve men. Harnack, in 
discussing this passage, says, "Ironically, and in dis- 
@pointment at this lack of understanding of his hidden 
meaning, he brings the discussion to a close with the 
words: ‘it is enough. '" (2) Because Jesus used war in 
illustrating certain points in his teaching it does not 
follow that Jesus would have approved of his disciples 
bearing arms any more than it follows that because Jesus 
mentions scourging and execution of offenders, he would 


have approved his disciples participating in these practises. 


Be There are other sayings of Jesus which include 
references which might hint at a position regarding war. 
There are the eschatological passages, wherein Jesus is 
credited with foretelling of wars and rumors of wars which 
were to precede the last days. AS a result of the rejec- 
tion of Jesus' way of good will, endurance, and reconcilia- 
tion, Judaea was to be devastated and Jerusalem to be cap-— 
tured by Gentiles, It is difficult to harmonize this 


1) Luke 22.36 
(2) Harnack, Adolf, Militia Christi, quoted in Maxwell, 


Ope cit., p. 64. 
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method of rendering justice with the picture of a God who 

| sends his blessings on the good and the bad, erie: But 
even admitting that Jesus spoke of God as punishing the 
Jews, Jesus never counseled a disciple of his to act as 
the instrument of God's punishments. In referring to these 
sayings Cadoux says: 

"Te thought of God punishing the Jews as a nation by 
means of the terrors of war, and that through the instrumen- 
tality of the Roman armies, raises a number of acute theo- 
logical problems. .......Upon this theological question it 
is not possible here to enter. It is sufficient for the 

' moment to remark that, whatever may be the prima facie 
grounds for regarding as permissable all human action that 
is an imitation of Divine Action, Jesus does as a matter of 
‘fact limit his counsels of imitation to the gentler side 
of Divine Action, and never, even remotely, contemplates 
a disciple of his own acting as the instrument of God's 


punitive justice." (1) 


C. When Jesus was asked by a gentile centurion to cure 
his paralytic servant he both eratified the request and 
even showed appreciation of the man's feith in: believing 
that Jesus! power to cure illness by word of command was 
analagous to his own military authority. This passage, 
however, throws no light on our problem, for Jesus was 


not speaking to a candidate for discipleship, but to a 


(1) Gadoux, C.J., op-cit., DP. 55 


ea 
+. 
ve 
= q 
$x 


~ 


nd 
Oe v7 
= oe a 
— 
eae 
7 


’ 
_-- 
/ we 
aa: 
— 
S ail 
ote *s 
a 
~ = 
eons: 
+ 
rmery 
oe nee 


5 > - 
as . 
— 
= Age 
iJ ~ 
~ ree = 
me . 
r a. 
‘ei 
wee ~~ = 
—— 
a ~ 
- bane 
a wand 
< ae | 
ae 
; 2 
aS E 
8S as 


ae 


ee 
o. & 

t 
- 


? 


¢ 
os 
s & 
Wis 
“y . 
co. 


alate. | 
fae me 
~ 
<n | 
oi 
w 


2a} noel Le 
‘ 
tT MA 
Ww Leb S 
“eschig ,) 
+ ot A 
- 
se eae 
» ee . 


% 
wo4 
r 
i 
ak, 
+f 
AE 
~ 
= 


é > 
- Wt Ce a 

ne 

e + 

-r wry 

> a oe 
PS t 3 
; 
al - = 
« » 2 
me Og 


OE 


hep 5 
vv 
a 


ots 


3; Ska 


13 


gentile stranger who was asking a favor. (1) 


~ 


D. We come now to those ethical principles which 
with any clear and straightforward exegesis are very clear- 
ly incompatible with intentional and organized bloodshed 
and therefore with war. First of all there are repeated 
Srohibitions of homicide in Matt. 5.21 ff.; 15.19] ; 19.18 ff ; 
In the second place there is the prohibition ie cttet anger 
in thought and word in Matt. 5.21 ff. Lastly, Jesus 
prohibits resistence and retslietion upon eae wrong-doer and 
commands the disciples to love their enemies. It is in- 
possible to harmonize these teachings with the work of 
a soldier. 

The quite obvious difficulties in the way of following 
these principles in everyday individual end social life 
have led to "several desperate exegetical attempts to es- 
cepe from them." (2) Cadoux lists three such attempts 
and points out the fallacies in them. One of these is 
the argument that Jesus meant his followers to edopt the 
spirit of this teeching without being bound by the letter, 
but this is generally equivalent "in practice to totally 
ignoring the teaching in question, letter and spirit in- 
cluded."(3) Another attempt to get around the real meaning 
of these teachings is to say that they are practicable only 


7) See Cadcuxr, G.d., op. cit., Dp. 54 
2). op» cit., p. 42 
3 —_ 


(3) Gbid., p. 42 
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under ideal society and therefore not to be followed in 


the present order. The fallacy of this position is ap- 


‘parent immediately when we realize that a perfect society 


would have no enemies, there would be no wrongs to submit 


EO. One other misinterpretation argues that Jesus meant 


that his teachings shoulvapply only to the personel feel- 
ings of the disciple in his purely privete capacity and that 
it should not apply to the disciple's action as a citizen. 
This viewpoint would hold that the teachings of Jesus in 
question were not to apply to the social orgenization, the 


state. Cadoux, however, points out that this can not 


possibly represent the meaning of Jesus for in the pas- 


sage in Metthew (1) it is the state which does the wrong. 
Furthermore, Lex Talionis, that ancient Mosaic law requiring, 
in case of strife between two men resulting in injury to 

one of them, "life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth", 
was not an euthorization of private revenge but a public 
institution developed in the interests of the whole social 
group and meant to be carried out by the public officers 

of the community or under their supervision. (2) It is 


also not fair to argue that Jesus objected simply to the 


vengeful spirit behind the old law, for we have every reason 
to suppose that the average Jew prosecuted from the same 


motives as the modern plaintiff in a court. The Jewish 


theory was that God rewarded every man according to his 


2) Cadoux, C.J., op. cit., pe 42 
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works, therefore not to punish an enemy wes to grant a 
verdict in his favor and against the man wronged. This 
was public social enforcement of penalties and this it 
was thet Jesus was condemning along with the private use 
of force. (1) 

We come back, then, to the fact that it ce impossible 
to harmonize the words and meaning of Jesus with the car- 
rying on of a All attempts to show that ie teachings 
of Jesus mean otherwise require forced exegesis or an ig- 


noring of the vital truths contained in those teachings. 


EZ. There is not preserved any account of an incident 
wherein Jesus passed judgment on whether or not a follower 
of his should serve in the army of the then existing states (2). 
There are, however, two incidents on record where Jesus spoke 
of the disciple's duty in similar specific cases. Both 
of these confirm the conclusions already reached on other 
grounds. 

One of these utterances was in the apocalyptic passage(3) 
in which Jesus describes the devastation of Judaea and the 
temple and advises the disciples to flee to the mountains. 
Although this passage is of doubtful authenticity (4) and 
many scholars claim it does not come from Jesus, still if 


it does come from him it has a bearing upon our question. 


Cadoux, Gide; Op. clit., pp. 42-45 

(ey cadoux,-€.3:, op. cit.-, pe 56 

3) Watt. 24. 15-22; Mark 13. 14-23; Luke 21. 20-4 
rs Cadoux,'C.J., op. cit., p. 57 
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If Jesus did believe that Judaea was to be attacked and 
Jerusalem sacked and yet told his followers to flee to the 
mountains, the fact is significant. He certainly did not 
tell them to resist by force. 

The cther saying was addressed to Peter at the time 
of the arrest of Jesus. Peter in defense of Jesus drew 
a sword and cut off the ear of the servent of the High 
Priest. Jesus said to him, "Put back thy sword into its 
place: for all who take the sword shall perish by the 
sword."(1) The incidents and prohibition in this case 
as in all cases in life are special. The truth on which 
the prohibition is founded is general, however, and so it 
might be argued that this was a command of Jesus which has 


something of the universality of a general principle in it. 


4, Summary of Jesus' Teaching as Applied to War. 


Our survey of the teachings of Jesus shows us that 
although we have no specific statement of Jesus as to the 
rightness of the institution of war or whether a disciple 
of his should bear arms, still it is possible to arrive at 
the general principles which he taught should guide men 
in their actions and to measure war by these standards. 
Two general principles seem to be implied by the teachings 
of Jesus and by the tenor of his life. They are: 1. The 
Patherhood of God or the sonship of all men to God; and 
from that, 2. the ere tary of the brotherhood of all men. 


1) Matt. 26.51 ff. 
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These general principles he expressed end expanded in his 


teachings that all men should love each other--even their 


enemies. His teaching to forgive enemies, to even do away 
with anger toward a fellow man, and the prohibition to 
killing are explicit statements which straightforward dis- 
cussion can not harmonize with the work of a soldier in 
time of war. We also found that the references of Jesus 
to war can not in any sense be taken as approval of war © 
or of the participation in war on the part of any of his 
disciples. On the contrary, Jesus, on two occasions, 
advised action which would be opposed to the use of force 
and the sword. To these facts and principles we must 

add that Jesus' method of solving the burning political 
problem of his day was not the use of war and the sword, 
but the use of spiritual moral power which should make the 


use of the sword unnecessary and useless. 
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Chapter II 


WAR AND MODERN SOCIOLOGY 


Introduction. 

Our purpose in this part of our inquiry is to deter- 
mine what scientific investigation in the field of humen 
relationships has shown us about war. that science which 
deals with human relationships is the science of society, 
or Sociology. It is dependent upon the Sciences of Biol- 
7 Anthropology, and Psychology for much of its data. 
From these basic sciences various writers have taken facts 
and have woven them into sociological arguments for and 
ageinst war. We shall touch upon the arguments advanced 
from each of these fields and from the field of general 
Sociology. We shall not, however, consult the works of 
those who approach the question of war with Christian 
presuppositions except Mr. Eddy's work on the Abolition 
of War, which work is in agreement with the position of 


many of the general sociologists we quote. 


1. Biology and War. 
A. The Analogies from Biology. 

The most widely known connection between war and 
biology is contained in what are known as the biological 
analogies of war. These are arguments used to support 
war as inevitable, a necessity, and wholly desirable. 


The biological analogies were first applied to war by 
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Spencer and Ward and the ideas therein expressed were used 
by militarist statesmen and philosophers to lend: scientific 
backing to their ideas. The argument of these men is 
summarized well by Nasmyth in his Social Progress and the 
Darwinian Theory. "We live in a world of struggle, and man 
is a fighting animal.......We must therefore resign ourselves 
to the fact of struggle as one of the laws of life, as one 
of the hard facts of existence in a world governed by the 
law of the survival of the fittest, where the weakest goes 
to the wall and all life is but a life of battle. War is 
held to be a part of this great law of evolution, which 
runs throughout the universe, and however much we may 
‘regret the horrors and suffering which it brings in its 
train, we must recognize that war is the cause of social 
progress."(1) 

Thus Spencer said, "As carried on throughout the 
animate world at large, the struggle for existence has been 
an indispensible means of evolution. Not simply do we see 
that, in the competition among individuals of the same kind, 
survival of the fittest has from the beginning furthered 
the production of a higher type; but we see that to the 
unceasing warfare between species is mainly due both 
growth and organization.(2) Without universal conflict 

Lav DS 
(2) See Spencer's Principles of Sociology, Vol. II. p.242. 
Although Spencer bases his entire theory of social evo- 
lution on struggle, he qualifies his theory by the state- 
ment that this does not apply to the future. Although it 
has been necessary for the development of social institu- 


tions in the past it is not now necessary. Militarists 
however do not so gualify the ideas of Spencer. 
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there would have been no development of the active powers... 
DoaveseacGimilarly with social organisms. We must re- 
cognize the truth that the struggle for existence between 
societies has been instrumental to their evolution. 
Neither the consolidation and reconsolidation of small 
groups into large ones; nor the organization of such com- 
pound and doubly compound groups; nor the concomitant 
developments of these aids to a higher life which civili- 
zation has brought; would have been possible without inter- 
tribal and inter-national conflicts. Social co-operation 
is initiated by joint defense and offence; and from the co 
operation thus initiated all kinds of co-operations have 
arisen. Inconceivable as have been the horrors caused by 
the universal antagonism which, beginning with the chronic 
hostilities of small hordes tens of thousands of years ago, 
has ended in the occasional vast battles of immense nations, 
we must nevertheless admit that without it the world would 
still have been inhabited only by men of feeble types 
sheltering in caves and living on wild food."(1) 

The German sociologist, G. ines holds that 
the formation of the States can be brought about only 
by violence. 

"The formation of the States did not result from the 
play of free interests as did the formation of the horde, 


of tribes, of parties, and of associations in general; 


(1) Spencer, Principles of Sociology, Vol. II, part 5. 
Political Institutions, p. 241. 
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it arose from antagonistic interests and as a con- 
mce it is a coercive organization. ........ 
Mp2 evolution is the result of competition, but in the 

| of the State, violence itself is the agent which has 
bed it. Since this violence follows the path of social 
ssity, since it acts in the direction of true natural 
rests, this is the criterion by which we can Judes that 
State realizes its mission in the social life. Every 
we disregard this fundamental conception of the State, 

y time we admit the opinion that the State could pro- 

[as a Simple effect of Civilization, of a pacific union, 
f any other combinations of this nature, we enter 
contradiction with the teaching of sociology and we 

wre the way for political experiences which termimte 
most lamentable fashion."(1) 

Professor Lester F. Ward traces the origin of the entire 
m of industrial production to conquest ano war. (2) 
eaking of she harananes of war in’general he says: 


"It is impossible in dealing with this subject to 


| the bearing of war and peace on human progress. All 
ized men realize the horrors of war and if sociology 
ny utilitarian mer pecee one of these certainly is to 
ish or mitigate these horrors. . But pure sociology 
mply an inquiry into the social facts and conditions 
as nothing to do with utilitarian purposes. In making 


ie Sociologishhe Erkentniss, pp.233-34, quoted in 


asmyth, Social Progress and the Darwinian Theory, p.10. 
m. Journal of Socielogy, March, 1905, p. 594. 
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this objective inquiry, it finds that, as a matter of fact, 
war has been the chief and leading condition of Vanes 
progress. 

ecocoee- Wen races stop struggling progress ceases. 
They want no progress, and they have none. For all 
primitive and early undeveloped races, certainly, the condi- 
tion of peace is a condition of social stagnation. We 
may enlarge to our soul's content on the blessings of 
peace, but the facts remain as stated, and cannot be suc- 
cessfully disproved." ey 

We have quoted a sufficient number of statements to 
show how some sociologists have held war to play an inte- 
gral part in the evolution of man. The argument is one 
from analogy. Because the struggle for existence and 
the resulting survival of the fittest have been important 
elements in biological evolution, they must likewise be 
indispensible elements and factors in social evolution. 

So war is declaréd by some thinkers to have biological 
foundation and to be essential to a nation's welfare. 
Thus Baron Karl von Stengel says: 

"War has more often facilitated than hindered progress. 
Athens and Rome not only in spite of, but just because of 
their many wars, rose to the zenith of civilization. Great 
states like Germany and Italy are welded into nationalities 
only through blood and iron."(2) On the American side of 
the Atlantic ex-president Roosevelt gives expression to 

1) Ward, Lester F., Pure Sociology, pe 208 


2) Welstadt und Frieden, problem, quoted by Nasmyth, 
Ope Slt. pp.l5-16. 
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the same idea. 
"In this world the nation that has trained itself 

to a career of unwarlike and isolated ease is bound in 
the emd to go down before other nations which have not lost 
the manly and adventurous qualities."(1) 

Such is the argument in support of war from the sci- 
ence of Biology. We shall now consider a refutation of 
that argument and then notice Darwin's om argument against 


war from the same field of science. 


B. Refutation of the Biological Analogies. 

There are at least three great errors in the Biological 
argument for war. (2) 

The first error is the ignoring of the place of the 
physical universe in the development of man. The cause 
of progress is assumed to be the struggle of man with man, 
by its nature unproductive and fruitless. In reality the 
struggle of man with his environment to wrest for himseif 
food, clothing, and shelter has been that which has done 
most to develop his courage, ingenuity, and endurance. 
Man's struggle with nature is a constant one. It is the 
“most important labor which occupies our species as well 
as all other species."(3) Man goes to all sorts of effort 
in order to maintain the proper differencé of temperature 
between himself and the surrounding atmosphere. We pro- 


vide ourselves with clothing, anc our dwellings with elaborate 


Strenuous Life, p. 6 
Nasmyth, op. cit., Ch. III. 
Manid., Pe 5S 
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heating systems and ventilating devices. We spend tre- 
mendous amounts of labor in building great reservoirs aan 
distributing systems to supply ourselves with pure water, 

so necessary to life. To supply ourselves with food, great 
numbers of men till the soil, tend the flocks and herds, 

and work in meat packing establishments and bakeries. 

To bring this food to us, elaborate systems of transporta- 
tion and communication have been built at great* effort. 
Nasmyth continues; "Biology in demonstrating that life is 
the struggle against the physical environment teaches us 

to see in this struggle the principal phenomenon, while 

the struggle between individuals of the same species is 

an accessory phenomenon of subsidiary importence."(1) 

The second error in the Biolcgical argument for war 

is the confusion of struggle with extermination of fellow 
creatures. Spencer speaks of the struggle between animals 
of different species, of the prey of species upon species, 
end then without any transition or explanation says, "Simi- 
larly with social organisms." He jumps from the conclusion 
that since certain relations are established between animals 
of different species, the same relations ought to be found 
without any modification between societies of the human race(2). 
Spencer's comperisons are thus entirely false in that: "l. He 
compares the struggle between individuals of different spe- 
cies with the struggle between individuals of the same species; 


2. He compares the struggle between individuals to the struggle 


| R oO. 
2) Nasmyth, p. 66 
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between collectivities."(1) The weakness of such argument 
is evident once it has been natntee out. 

Another error in the Biological argument for war is 
a misunderstanding of the real nature of social struggles. 
The proponents of this argument see chiefly the physiological 
phenomenon such as collective homicide. The real struggles 
are the struggles of ideas in the minds of men, for ideas 
are the source of institutions. The movements of armies 
do not always result in progress, On the other hand 
more perfect political institutions always precede pro- 
gress and so are the cause of progress. These political 
institutions are the result of certain cerebral movements 
in the minds of men; therefore it is these cerebrel move- 
ments end not the muscular movements in the process of war 
which assure progress. (2) 

There are thus certain errors in the Biological 
analogies of war. Man's struggle over neture was ignored 
and the benefits derived from this struggle were assigned 
to the less frequent conflicts of men with men. Secondly 
a false analogy was drawn between the struggle between 
animals of different species and the warring between men, 
who are of the same species. Finally, the advocates of 
the Biologicel analogy of war assume that vrogress is due 
iso muscular movements of men in the army, whereas progress 
is really due to changes in institutions which are due to 
cerebral movements in the minds of men when they decide 


to adopt these new institutions. 
1) Nasmyth, Social Progress and the Darwinian Theory, p.66 
(2) ibid. p. 92 
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C. Darwin's Theory of Social Progress. 

If the application of the doctrine of evolution to 
social progress had been limited to the exemples of faulty 
reasoning outlined in the foregoing sections it would be 
surprising. Careful study of Darwin's works shows that 
he had himself applied his theory of biological evolution 
to social progress end that far from being inconsistent 
with the biological theory it was entirely consistent with 
a. The central principle of Debvidies theory of humen 
progress is mutual aid and the moral lew. Two other 
scientists, Alfred Russel Wallace, the co-discoveror of the 
theory of evolution, and Huxley, agree with Darwin that 
the chief cause of sociel progress and humen evolution 
is found in ethical factors. They both hold that there 
is a break between the cosmic process and human society. 
Their theory of social progress is not an integral part 
of the theory of evolution; it marks a distinct development. 
"Both attempt in some manner," says Nasmyth, "to bridge 
the gap between the ethical man and the 'natural' man, 
and the attempt of both is unsatisfactory."(1) Darwin, 
however, does not abandon his scientific basis es does 
Wallece nor contradict himself as does Huxley. His the- 
ory of social progress is an integral part of his theory 
of evolution. 

Darwin holds that man never lived as a non-social 


animel. (2) All the scientific evidence goes to show that 


Social Progress and the Darwinian Theory, p. 271 
More Letters of Charles Darwin, Vol. I., p 327 
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primitive man and even members of the animal kingdom who 
constitute the immediate ancestors of man were social 
beings. (1) It is entirely possible that man has sprung 
from some comparatively small and weak species like the 
chimpanzee instead of a more powerful one like the gorilla(2). 
He then points out the immense survival value of social 
qualities to the development of so weak a cheaturee Dar- 
win shows how the social instincts and mutual aid operate 
as survival factors and lead to the development of the 
mental faculties which replace the modification of bodily 
structure as the most effective form of adaptation to 
changed conditions. He emphasizes the importance of 
mutual aid in even primitive men. (3) Nasmyth points out 
that the moral sense is the most important factor in so- 
cial evolution, according to Darwin's theory, because it 
is the basis of all human society. (4) It is this moral 
sense which makes possible co-operative effort and division 
of labor. It expresses itself in mutual aid as the chief 
factor in social progress. Man's intellectual powers, 
especially that of speech, have been developed as the re- 
sult of social habits. The moral law which is based on 
these social habits and which holds Fee together is 
the most important factor of social evolution. "As soon 
as we enter the social domain, the struggle agaim t the 

1) Descent of Man, p. 78 

2) ibid., p. 79 
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4) Social Progress and the Darwinian Theory, p. 276 
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physical environment changes its form. aiert-signted 
selfishness tends to defeat its own end because of the 
strife which it engenders, which makes co-operation and 
indeed all society impossible."(1) Man's struggle now 
becomes one of societies against the physical environment, 
instead of individuals. So it is not force and collec- 
tive homicide which is the most important element in 

this struggle with the environment, but mutual aid and 
moral conduct, (2) 

It is possible that among savage tribes wars of ex- 
termination may play a role in natural selection, but this 
factor can play only an unimportant part among civilized 
people: “With highly civilized nations continued progress 
depends in a subordinate degree on natural selection; 
for such nations do not supplant and exterminate one another 
as do savage tribes."(3) The true causes of progress are 
to be found in intellectual and moral qualities. these 
are really the survival factors in the struggle between 
civilized and barbarous nations. It is true that war is 
one of the factors in the disappearance of the less civil- 
ized races, but it is only one among many others (4) 

Darwin points out that the effect of war on a group 
would be a reversed selection, since the bravest men who 
are always willing to come to the front in the war and 
freely risk their lives for others would on the average 
(1) Nasmyth, p. 275 
(2) Descent of Man, p. 148 


3) ibid, p. 158-9 
4) ibid, p. 198 
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perish in larger numbers than others and would leave no 
offspring to inherit their noble nature. 

Thus, according to Darwin, social progress depends 
not upon force and collective homicide but upon insti- 
tutions and ideas. It has been due to man's ability to 
co-operate with other men, to mutual aid and a social or 
moral sense. 

From the science of Biology, then, we see that war 
is not essential to civilization. ‘ In fact it is the very 
enemy of progress and civilization. Furthermore we find 
from this science that mutual aid--co-operation and asso- 
Ciation--is the very law of our being which has enabled 
us as animals to survive in the struggle against the 
physical universe. The Biological necessity and desir- 
ability @ war falls down. We are forced to look else- 
where for a scientific support of war. We turn to the 


Science of Man--to Anthropology. 


2. Anthropology and War. 


Anthropologists also have a contribution to make to 
our thinking on war. Their writings can be divided 
into three groups: (a.) those which argue that war has 
existed from the most primitive times and is therefore so 
ingrained in human nature that to root it out of human 


society is impossible, (b.) those which claim to disprove 
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his theory as untrue to the facts, and (c.) those which 
‘tate that the mind of man is plastic and to change or 
iter such an institution as war or even to do away with 


t is entirely possible. 


A. War Has Existed from the Most Primitive Times. 

One of the writers who maintains this point of view 
s Logorgetta. He pictures primitive man as living in 
Onditions where murder was a permanent institution and can- 
ibalism was practised on a large scale. "Without fore- 
ight or prudence, primitive man was far from being of 
hat nature which has heretofore been attributed to him-- 
Ollowing the principle of the greatest happiness, or of 
he least effort. He had no acquaintance with labor or 
ith provision for the future nor with exehange nor society 
or morality. To these defects he added a ferocity and 
ggressiveness, a lust for violence which led him to com- 
it the most useless cruelties and to appeal to arms to 
ettle the slightest quarrel. These traits necessarily 
rought wars in their train and what wars they were!"(1) 

Ratzenhofer also argued for war on the ground that it 
ad existed from antiquity. He argued that when a ee 
ame into contact with ome from another horde the two 
ndividuals, conscious of belonging to two different com- 


umties, fell into frenzied condition of fear and terror....... 


1) Logorgetta,d., Le rolé de la guerre, p. 55, quoted in 
Nasmyth, Social Progress and the Darwinian Theory, p.156. 
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f..,in the same way two hordes which came into relation- 
ship fell into a condition of fear and fury, as a ‘result 

of the enmity of blood. Hither they cast themselves 

upon each other in a struggle of extermination or else 

they fled from each other in order to avoid all contact."(1) 
The argument of these men was that because of the anti- 
quity of war and its continued presence to-day as a firmly 
established institution, war is therefore a permanent in- 
stitution in society and it is useless to attempt to root 

it out. 

Another argument from the field of anthropology is 
advanced by Ward, He argues that slavery has been the 
sole means by which man has been able to achieve civili- 
zation. Therefore war, which has made slavery possible, 
has been the cause of the civilization of our species, 
because it could not have been realized, naturally, 
without industry. Ward pictures the start of slavery as 
follows: "Two groups thus brought into proximity may be, 
and usually are, utterly unknown to each other, The 
mutual encroachment is certain to produce hostilities. 
War is the result, and one of the two groups is almost 
certain to prove the superior warrior and to conquer the 
other. The first step in the whole process is the con- 

| quest of one race by another......The greater part of the 


conquered race is enslaved and the institution of slavery 


(1) Wesen und Zweck der Politik, quoted by Nasmyth, p.163 
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begins here. The slaves are compelled to work, end 
labor in the economic sense begins here. The enslavement 
of the producers and the compelling them to work was the 
only way in which mankind could have been taught to labor, 
and therefore the whole industrial system of society be- 


gins here."(1) 


E. The View That War is of Relatively Recent Origin. 

Nasmyth attacks the position of these writers as 
unsound, He points out that the evidence for anthro- 
pology comes from three sources:--biology and geology 
together, archaeology, end the primitive races which exist 
to-day and can be considered as being retarded in their 
development. If we examine these sources we cannot con- 
sistently hdd the arguments for war mentioned above. 
In the first place the further we go into the past the more 
we find that men resemble animals, Therefore primitive 
men ought to conduct themselves more like animals. Now 
there is no thing in the animal world comparable to our 
wars. Bands of wolves, for instance, will attack other 
animals and eat dead wolves, but when = bands meet 
they do not indulge in a struggle of extermination. It 
follows, then, that primitive man very probably did not 
war or know what war was. 

Ellwood confirms the position of Nasmyth that war is 
a late development of man and did not exist in his early 
history. "Primitively, however, human groups were 


(1) American Journal of Sociology, March, 1905, p. 594 
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scattered and lived in relative isolation while the world 


was Slowly gaining its human population. The typical 
group was a horde, or neighborhood, made up of a few, 
usually not more than a dozen, related families. Such 
groups had little contact with other human groups. Their 
main struggle was with physical nature and with the brute 
world below them. In other words, primitively there was 
of necessity little war between human groups, because the 
world was scantily populatec, groups were widely scattered, 
and their struggle was largely with the forces of physi- 
Cal nature. Paradoxically, these "nature peoples" who 


seldom engaged in war but lived mainly by hunting ani- 


mals and gathering wild fruits, we have called "savages", 
though it is certain that they had few, if any, of the 
ferocious and predatory traits which were later developed 
by human groups in the stage of barbarism."(1) Marett 
takes a Similar stand. He says war and savagery do not 
imply each other for there are two kinds of savages, war- 
like and unwarlike. "Savagery in the sense of blood- 
thirstiness and cruelty is the accident, not the essence, 
of the fighting quality proper to the dominant type of 
man."(2) 

If we consult the archaeological evidence we find even 
early men had wide reaches of communication end that com- 
merce existed in even neolithic times. (3) This indicates 
i Christianity and Social Science, p.. 43 


Psychology and Folk-Lore, pp.27-28 
Nasmyth, op. cit., p. a LOG 
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that it was entirely possible for men in different coun- 


tries to have peaceful relations with one another. Nas- 
Meth then quotes Logorette to show that from the source 
of comparative cultures and social conditions, we have 
proof of friendly attitudes toward strangers. (1) This 
is just the opposite of Ward's contention, Ward's posi- 
tion, that slavery produced the industrial stages is 


without support because slavery is a relatively late in- 


vention of man, Nasmyth points out that the establish- 
ment of the industrial system with the dwision of labor is 
much older. Slavery, he argues, presupposes the existence 
of the state with a powerful public force to carry out 
its will. The organization of the state is a compara- 
tively recent fact in history. Thus slavery is as recent 
as the state and is much later than the division and or- 
ganization of labor. This originated in the Palaeolithic 
Age long before the establishment of states, for it was a 
much more simple achievement and was. also essential to 
the development of the date. (2) 
| It seems therefore that the anthropological arguments 
in support of war fall down for leck of supporting evi- 
dence and beceuse they are shown to be unsound. War has 
| not existed from the most primitive times. Furthermore 
war, through slavery, has not been the chief factor in 


enabling civilization to get started. 


asmyth, op. cit., p. 167 
(2) Nasmyth, op. cit., p. 161 
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C. The View That the Mind of Man is Plastic. 

A number of modern anthropologists tell us that the 
story of primitive man shows us that man's mind is one 
of the most plastic things known. Speaking of racial 
differences as being due to environmental and cultural 
causes rather than due to heréditary ones, Franz Boas goes 
on to remark that complex mental functions are not heredi- 
tary. "So far as I can see, no convincing proof has ever 
been given of the hereditary character of complex functions 
that are found prevailing among a given people at the pres- 
ent time."(1) Boas goes on to show how this fact breaks 
down the conception that the different races are inher- 
ently different. Our interest lies in the fact that he 
Claims that complex mental functions are not inherited. 
Therefore such complex characteristics as fighting in- 
stincts which express themselves in wars are not essential 
to human experience. The inner urge is inherited but 
the expression may, because of the plasticity of the 
mind referred to above, be directed to useful ends. Mar- 
ett develOps the same idea. "It is characteristic," 
he says, “of the uncivilized man, because his social life 
is of the mobbish order, favoring a contagious violence of 
excitement such as causes him to 'see red.' But it is 
possible by means of education to supply the necessary 


controls, so that the warrior may be inspired by another 


(1) Article, What is a Race? Nation, Vol. 120, Jan. 28,1925. 
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kind of anger, one that is not explosive but cool ‘and 
judicial."(1) Ellwood, approaching from the general 
field of sociology, claims that human life is plastic and 
modifiable. ",...the studies among all the peoples of 
the world of anthropologists and sociologists show human 
nature to be one of the most modifiable things we know. 
We are almost justified in drawing the pone tant ee that it 
may be indefinitely modified by social traditions, social 
institutions, and the social environment." (2) ‘Thus war 
may be altered or done away with. Developing this point 
Ellwood says that careful investigation seems to show 
that the military activities of peoples, and especially 
what we call militarism, are almost wholly the outcome 

of their ‘mores’ It is the establishment of the habit of 
fighting, which grows in time into a social custom that 
later becomes supported by a social tradition which makes 
war so prevalent among peoples. Militaristic mores, in 
other words, and not human nature, not geographical con- 
ditions, not even lack of food, are immediately responsible 


for the wars which have drenched this world with blood. 


We have noted that although some anthropologists 
have claimed that war has always existed even from the 


earliest days of man and therefore it is impossible to 


1) Marett, Psychology and Folk-lore, p. <8 
f2)) OP» Cite, De 1S 
5) Ope cit. p. 15-16 
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do away with it, others have shown that such statements 
are not consistent with the facts of science. Still 
another group argue that the eines, of ancient man shows 
us that his mind is plastic and adaptable and so hold 


that it would be possible for man's mind to make all the 


| adjustments necessary to the doing away with war. It 


/would seem that those who argue for war from th? science 


of anthropology are not consistent with scientifically 


established facts, While the position of such anthropa- 


gists as Boas and Marett indicates that it is entirely 


possible for man to do away with war because of his ability 


to adapt himself to new situations and to make mental 


changes. Anthropology thus tells us it is possible to 
do away with war. What have the science of psychology 


and the humanistic sociologists to tell us of the possi- 


bility and desirability of doing away with war? 


5. Social Psychology and War. 

A. Psychological Arguments for War. 

The biological and anthropological arguments about 
war shade very gradually into the arguments drawn from 


the field of Psychology. Psychological arguments for wer 


center around two main contentions: (1) The argument that 


human nature does not change, that the way men are consti- 


tuted they are bound to want war and hence war is a psy- 


chological necessity. (2) The benefits gained in the 


training of men, and in the actual warfare itself, are so 


great that war should be maintained in order to obtain 
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the benefits it bestows to the individual soldier. We 
shall now discuss these arguments. 

(1) Militarist advocates argue that human nature 
does not change. We have had war for ages. Men are 
used to thinking in terms of war. It is utter folly to 
try to change such a social habit as war. It is too 
deeply imbedded in human nature to be rooted out. "The 
human brain is probably the most difficult of animal 
tissues to change from its normal functioning."(1) War 
is a manifestation of anger, one of the most deeply rooted 
instincts in man. In order to root out war, you must do 
away with anger. This is impossible. Says Patrick, 
the philosopher, man ee fighting animal. "Psychology, 
therefore, forces upon us this conclusion. Neither war 
nor alcohol can be banished from the world by summary means 
nor direct suppressions. The mind of man must be made 
over. As the mind of man is constituted, he will never 
be content to be a mere laborer, a producer and a con- 
sumer. He loves adventure, self sacrifice, heroism, 
relaxation" (2) (3) 

(2) The second psychological argument for war:is the 
time-worn argument that, if war were done away with, man- 
kind would lose in it a valuable disciplinary tool. Mr. 
George Hinman, Jr., in the Forum(4) argues that war has 


1)Woods,Frederick Adams,Art.,"The Biology of War", in 
The Forum, vol. 74, p.557., Oct. ,1925. 
(2)Patrick,G.T.W., Art.,"The Psychology of War" in Pop- 
ular Science Monthly, vol.87,pp.166-8., Aug., 1915. 
Reprinted in Park and Burgess Introduction to the Science 
of Sociology, pp. 598-600. 
(3) For support to this argument from the militarist view- 
point see Lane,Normal Angell, The Great Illusion,Ch.I,Pt.II 
(4) Vol. 74, pp. 47-55, July, 1925 
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survived and will continue to exist because it represents 
an active inspiring factor for advancement in human life. 
He Claims that spiritual, mental, and material devetoheent 
have been quickened by the spur of armed conflict. In 
the soldier, military service develops self-sacrifice, 
co-operation, and a comradeship of arms which is of great 
value, "When lust for conquest or the urgent need for 
defense dominates all, then and only then does the in- 
ventive genius of man function desperately at top speed. 
Then and only then are the inhibiting restraints thrust 
aside and man dares to hope and to achieve what is in 
ordinary times of peace utterly beyond his powers." Mr. 
Hinman then cites the achievements of science and inven- 
tion in the period of the Great War. The impetus given 
by the war, he says, is carried over into the years of 
peace. "..eIhe prospect for future conflicts serves but 
to enccurage the activities of scientist and im entor."(2Z} 
Furthermore, war necessitates the development of morale 
which is founded upon the will to win, the strength to 
endure, and the courage to die. These qualities war de- 
velops, and they are essential to peace as well as war. 
"Together they embody those traits which mean most for the 
advencement of mankind. Abolish war and there is stopped 
at its source an ever-flowing spring of these essential 
qualities."(2) 

(3) Such is the ergument for war in the field of 
Psychology. Convincing argument in this field should get 


Mie, Gite, De DL 
ey) Ops, Cit,, p. 53 
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down to the very core of human. nature. It should, in 
order to prove that war is inevitable or is not inevitable 
because of the character of human nature, find out the 
neture of man. In other words the answer to this problem 
from the theoretical side must come from the psychologists. 
The field of psychology is at present so upset as to what 
human nature really is, what constitutes human nature, 
that an answer to our question which could have any 
unanimity of opinion is not possible. Paychology must 
come to some kind of agreement as to whether or not there 
are instincts end emotions and what these are and how they 
act before it will be in a position to tell us whether or 
not human nature can be changed, It is quite obvious 
thet the materials we have included in the paragraphs im- 
mediately above are not the result of careful laboratory 
investigation. Are the arguments which are opposed to 
war from the field of psychology any more sound? Have 
psychologists produced any evidence which would tend to 
show that war is not inevitable? 

B. Roeecs tty. Which Hold That War Is Not a Psychological 

Let us take up the arguments in the field of psy- 
chology which attempt to show that wer is unnecessary and 
undesirable. The most fundamental work along this line 
has been done by Stratton on anger. (1) Stratton argues 
that anger "by taking the systematic and co-operative 
form of warfare, has been of great assistance in uniting 


men into large political bodies. It has been a prime 


(I) Anger _its R Religious and Moral Significance, 
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means of selecting not so much from among rival human stocks 
or lesser groups as from among rival political organiza- 
tions. And it has enlivened ments appreciation of the 
qualities valued by the state."(1) Although anger has 
for ages been closely associated with war, it is not by 
any means certein that anger must always be expressed with 
and by warfare. In order to get rid of war it is not 
mecessary to get rid of anger. It is possible for us to 
put anger to the service of good will and to do away with 
wer. Thus enger for Stratton is not an unruly impulse 
which leads to violent action upon the appropriate provo- 
cation. It is a kind of mechanism which is et the con- 
trol of the wills of men and so can be directed against 
evil as well as good. "But anger has been steadily 
active in no interest, not even that of war, as it has 
been for elemental morals. The passionate anger direc- 
ted ageinst cheating and theft and murder, for example, 

is perhaps impossible to separate wholly from the interest 
in the family and the class and the state, but it finally 
loosens its close connection with these allies and be- 
comes more general, becomes a demand--indeed an indignant 
demand--that each shall render a certain Simple due, a 
certain right to every man regardless of his special family 
or group connection. Law reflects this interest in con- 
duct widened beyond the spedal confines which had earlier 
held it in; and this interest would have been weli-nigh 
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powerless if it had not hac anger at its right hand."(1) 
"Lew and court end police are thus the cresture in part 
at least of the resentment felt at first in one's on 
behalf and in behalf of one's children end brothers and 
Perents, but at last becoming free from these limits and 
reacy to rise at sight of injury to the plein men though 
@ stranger."(2) ihus anger can be dissocieted from 
acts it hes traditionally been associeted with end may be 
expressed in social ways. War, then, is not inevitable 
beceuse anger is inherent in human nature, for enger can 
be separated from wer. 

Hobson voices a similar idee from a different angle. 
Believing that the importance of heredity is of littie 
importence in sociology he states thet the importance of 
the relative stebility of humen nature has been over- 
estimated. rogress and even revolutions do not depend 

upon alterations in the psycho-physicei make-up of man, 
ico "the moment of birth through the entire process of 
nurture, educetion, end experience, the effective or oper- 
ative nature of the child is undergoing great and numerous 


Changes by the repression and disuse of certein elements 


of the inherited outfit, the nourishment end use of others, 


end by the union of certain elements into strong disposi- 
tion."*(3)It is this power of selection and rejection and 


(1) Stratton, op. cit., p. 46 
2} ibid, p. 48 Z : ae 
3} Hobson,J.A., Problems of a New Worlc, p. 259 
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combination of primal instincts that will enable us to do 
away with war. | 

McDougall thinks of the lessening of the importance 
of the fighting spirit which he calls the instinct of 
pugnacity as due to the development and growth of the 
impulse of emulation. He states that the instinct of 
pugnacity has played a very important part in the evolu- 
tion of social organization. Its modes of expression 
have changed with the growth of civilization. As law and 
custom develop, bodily combat of individuals becomes un- 
necessary and gives place to the collective combat of 
communities and to the more refined forms of combat 
within communities. The operation of this instinct has 
been one of the essential factors in the evolution of the 
higher forms of social organization and of the social 
qualities of man. 

The impulse of emulation tends gradually to take the 
Place of the instinct of pugnacity as a force, making for 
the development of social life and organization. This 
tendency of emulation to replace pugnacity is a tendency 
to bring to an end what has been an important, probably 
the most importent, factor of pregressive evolution of 
humen nature, nemely, the selection of the fit and the 
extermination of the unfit resulting from their conflicts 
with one enother,. (1) Here again we have a point of view 
which holds that human nature is such that men can make 
conscious choices and so better their own conditions, doing 


UI) McDougall, Wm., Social Psychology, p, 301-2 
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away with old ways of doing things and destroying time- 
worn institutions. 

These writers all believe that even though the basic 
nature of man does not change, by some cheracteristic 
called will or consciousness he changes his physicel and 
social environment for his own good. It seems also 
agreed that wer is an institution developed and fostered 
by man ina stage of his environment but not inseperably 
connected with his native psychological equipment. War 
is something. man made, therefore he can unmake it. Psy- 
chologists have not yet proven that aside from individual 
veriation man's nature can not change, they have not proven 
that it can change. They have indicated that it seems 
reasonable to believe that a change in the nature of man 
is nct necessary to the abolition of war. 

Whether war will be essential in the future depends 
upon vhether some sublimated form of procedure can ade- 
quately be substituted. We come now to the second kind 
of argument against war in the sphere of psychology, 
namely, what we may call the psychological equivalents of 
war. The argument is very briefly ana pointedly put by 
William Allen White. (1) We have succeeded to a large 
extent in dealing wiih our combative instincts by devel- 
oping sports and the competition of business, and we have 
largely sublimated our hate instinct in dealing with 


various forms of anti-social conduct as exhibited in the 


(1) Adaptation of Thoughts of a Psychiatrist on the War and 
After, pp. 75-87, in Park and Burgess, Intredtetion to 


the Science of Sociology, p. 594-8, 
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so-called "criminal." "Perhaps war will not be essential 
in the future." | 

The classic work on this phase of the war problem is 
Professor James's Moral Equivalent :of War. James holds 
that "Martial virtues must be the enduring cement; intrepidity, 
contempt of softness, surrender of private interest, obe- 
dience to command must still remain the rock upon which 
States are built....." (1) The martial virtues although 
Originally gained by the race through war are absolute 
and permanent human goods, but they are only specific de- 
velopments of a more general competitive passion, There 
is no reason for supposing that the military manifesta- 
tions of these virtues is the last or only manifestation 
of them. The virtues could be developed in men by means 
of a universal conscription of youth for a number of years 
to serve in the army enlisted against nature. "Such a 
conscription with the state of public opinion that would 
have required it, and the many moral fruits it would bear, 
would preserve in the midst of a pacific civilization the 
manly virtues which the military party is so afraid of 
seeing disappear in peace, We should get toughness without 
callousness, authority with as little criminal cruelty as 
possible, and painful work done cheerily because the diy 
is temporary and threatens not, as now, to degrade the 
whole remainder of one's life." (2) James states that 
war has been the only force that can discipline a whole 


1) James, YWm., Memories and Stucies, p. 288 
te) apid., p. 291-2 


-_ a 7 <— a <k 
“Heiiseage sd Som Lfiw Tew 


coal ite clad 


ae 


ma aside ie Le oi to sai eit Go Gare i 
hs roM-Weas ~ .nee So tustoviues Lewow atoondt: 4 
jos thé siasues Seriuins add ed tau aeudtiy fstsis" 2 
GO. tudtsini agdnvi sty te tebmettes jaseastoe to sqmoas 
7 stobsis soqu soox ot abamet Lie sass hananoo of 920g 
“jgortt Le seudttv Letdtam Sat (£) "sss ediiud sta gods 


Bestlord: ate iar gations goat sit 92 bentss ¢iisnigtt 


nat ‘aEiisege eine see yett ted ,2hoog neal thonsinsg & 


ered - abo LeGSG avitisequeo [oisteg stom 's To atcsm 


eo Uist i cia oss sass gakaegqua 107 s0aset on 


aa a Ped 


faas tins ik (ise so fest ont ai coutily seeilt to 10% 


4 


ad Ren nk beqofeveb od gues aeuttiv sift ~ .moidé a 


i=" 


asad Ss soda y 20% a$a0% Yo noliqitosncs Lssteving = 


@mova* josey Jeninge bsteilas were edd Gt view: 


sind tess ocloaiqe ot Leste te odude odd dbtw so fsqigoage 


vias bisi08 ok eadisstt daiom yoaw sat Onc re borttuper 3vB 


outs HokdSeELizto oiiiosg # to fabta extd af evreasig DIE 


sf yfasq qisiilio ait detdw eenusaty y 


oo JoB.. Sioa aw sozeg ni teaquastkh ‘ankes 


ae ineiouxo Esatmiqdo of30£1 a5 a) tr <stoodtie edonauc lim 


ae 63 Seycosd ylitsede ahob ttov Intntsq bos ,sidieum 


Sas wbexged of ,won se .d6n anotsotdt Jon yastogmed @ 


gene actate somal ~§ (S$) %.StfL steno to nobaiemat 6: 
gids = entigiosib aso tans somet ylno end asod asd te 
a B85 .¢ .aksute pie 2 eM , uy ,semst 
= ee ' ‘ens Z ra bkst 


if 


- ; oe 2 


46 


community, but he believes that the ordinary prides and 
shames of social man once developed to a certain: intensity 
are capable of organizing such a moral equivalent as he 
suggests or some other as effective for preserving man- 
liness of type. "It is but a question of time, of skil- 
full propagandism and of opinion-making men seizing his- 


toric opportunities."(1) 


Psychology as yet has little experimental data which 
will apply to the problem of war. Those who have thought 
war is inevitable because it is of the nature of man have 
manifestly not the facts to support their contentions. 

The one work which @oes bring scientific data from psychol ogy 
to bear on the problem of war is that by Stratton. This 
shows that war is not inevitable. Social psychologists 
such as McDougall and Hobson an: William James hold that 
human nature is such that it does not demand war. We 

have noticed that the biological arguments for war are 

not supported by facts, the science of Anthropology like- 
wise tells us that it is entirely possible to do away 

with war. Insofar as psychology can speak with the avieeae 
ity of scientific data behind it, it also says that war can 
be done away with. What now do other sociologists say 


about war? 


(1) James, Wm., Op. cit., p. 292 


— 


lee? - 
fa. Bae: a peor S20 o @ 


io oh re a = ie 
etienstek : ke $245 =# - pee afer pa 


- pit as sneteetiee ee Pe ye . 
= <caragttosese ‘OF s¥iros tie se sesto to vate 
hal “ag eh?’ To noitises & heed outtes 
| it eaniate $e wom gnbise- notnige To baa i 
i: “(ar asonstntaogt 


~~ 
a 
s 


=2 ee sigtif aed doy ee yRolonoyes” 
ewes syak one ono raw to maidovr add 0d UlQOTM 
a Gait To savten od to #f 84 seusced oldetivent ot 
ede risetooe ttentd Fuvqeus oF atezt edd Jom Utass EL. 
as Peg mett ated siiidnstoa yxivd coop sotiw aixow « 


“sr wo 


ee. —HOUTA2ea ES dart ol usw to meldorge sdt nox 


a Wakgolotoyey icteot —.efduvtvent tom at saw tale ae 
| text blot colts, wititer ns soadot one {isguodo 23 aie 


oo “Tian Srewod tom soob th Pat Move at stutter ai 


- 


; Me ‘Bt Smee Set avneswgis ivotpolotd sdt tadd beorson 
Mowis YeeLogexdias to dompios sxit sptos?® «dt Setzog Gu 


Sts. o& oF sidfa LeOy YWeoultie ei di éadf ey’ elles a 
=" kt acid ts isaga tao Egolosotey as ts ent — 


2e0 tea Yadd hss osts M2 \ot iitned atab ofttddebow Geel 


Yes. e72igofoioon tsdte ob wo tedy .ddiw vows SoG 


47 


4. General Sociology and War. 


Our purpose in this section is to indicate the 
opinions of various writers in the field of general so- 
ciology as to the relation between war and progress. We 
have found that the writings on this phase of our question 
may be put into one of the following groups: (a.) Those 
which state that war has been, is, and always will. be 
essential to progress; (b.) Those which state that war 
has not been essential to progress in the past and is not 
essential to progress in the future; (c.) those which 
state that although war may have been necessary in the past 
it is not necéssary in the future; and (d.) those which 
state that war is undesirable. 

A. Views that War is Always Essential to Progress. 

We must include in this group the writings we have 
already mentioned in the previous chapters on the Biolo- 
gical, Anthropological, and Psychological aspects of war. 
In addition to arguments there presented to show the 
desirability and inevitability of war, we must note this 
statement of Renan.(1) "War is in a way one of the con- 
ditions of progress, the cut of the whip which prevents 
a country from going to sleep, forcing satisfied mediocrity 
itseif to leave its apathy. Man is only sustained by 
effort and struggle." 

The same attitude is taken by Ruskin who held war 


to be the foundation of all the arts. War is the 


(1) Ia Reforme Intellectuellie et Morale, p. 111, quoted 


by Nasmyth, op. cit., p. 12 
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foundation "......of all the high virtues and faculties of 

men. There is no great art apes aA to a nation but that 

which is based on battle. All great nations learned their 
truth of word, and strength of thought, in war: they 


were nourished in war and wasted by peace; taught by war 


and deceived by peace; trained by war and betrayed by peace."(1) 
Nietzsche has the same idea, that peace leads to 
stagnation and war to progress. 
"Ye shall love peace as a means: to new wars, and the 
short peace better than the long. 
I do not advise you to work, but to fight. I do not 
advise you to conclude peace, but to Gonquer. Let your 


work be a fight, your peace victory! 


Ye say a good cause will hallow even war? JI say unto 
you: a good war halloweth every cause."(2) 


The philosophy in these statements and others like 


them is called by Nasmyth the Philosophy of Force. Nasmyth 
states that this philosophy is unsound for three reasons(3). 
1. It completely ignores the fact that mutual aid which is 
the antithesis of force has been responsible for mm 's 
social development, 2e Ine philosophy of force has been 
in error also because it has been inconsistent in the use 
ef force. Killing men in war is said to be the cause 

of progress, but this killing must be confined to men of 


the enemy. Killing of men within your own group is not 


Crown of Wild Olive 

Thus Spake Zarathustra: 1.0f Wars and Warriors, quoted 
by Nasmyth, p. 15. 

(3) ppe 96-104 


4 sake Suber: nd a ud iy geeet” 


-dega dud eo Stamee ‘ie af sabe = 5 on at 


4 spas vorasoe ae ee See e 


- 


Pe bette tog bad Pere aise et sb 
ie basi ddesg tatit webE suze oft aad pee: 
| staetgom of tow bie Rotismy 


7 


git DOA (ota Waa Cf-ansen 6 ae so09q ovOT ilaiia ‘ox* 
' — egret adi mint 19330d éasey on 
fom ob I errs! oF dud ,ftow oF voy ogivbs tom ob T 
; wo teT- teuntos oF, oud 3859% ajufonos OF soy oBkt ; 
: Lvsotoiy sexog 1uSy , agkt aod = 
> Frew eve wollsil Dfiw sauce heoy 2 Use sy 
| . (339 conus Cleyvs Adowoliax saw boos & 160 
7 S#il asctto bas as tometede sso) ni WigosoLtdg siiT | 
ieste% To WigoecLttT odd Aiyaat Wh belting ab al 
Ejodva.iox Sautis tot anvcahe af ytgoeolidg sit faHd sede 
ek iio kaw bis lauwinm tadé dost oft csetongi _yletatiqaed $1 4 
: 2! fa rot sidkandgiex wasd agi sotol to sieodtisas on 
need ax 49201 0 UWigoso ling og? aD at nompole¥eb ats 
=a wis atk ci sisJatanoont asd aad +t gausoad cals torts 4 


oa 


by 


3669 sit of ag Dica at taw Gi mom galiliy -s040t 
to don ot boul taos st Sante SSiiita aids sud. ep rar aay 
son ak qi 2% aHG ‘auoy ais hy nen si aaa = Waisne - d 


besono St0LI TN ote atay 10,5 


desirable and does not make for progress, According 
to this philosophy, the boundaries of the state are 
supposed to mark the limits where association of dndivigusaa 
is productive of good. Now the true limits of association 
are not artificial as state boundaries are. They extend 
to include the whole world. The entirghumean race forms 
one social organism. Economic, political, and social 
relations of all peoples are so bound up together that 
what affects one affects all. oe Finally the philosophy 
of force is unsound because force and war are the very 
opposite of what has produced civilization. War is a 
process of dissociation. It corresponds to disease which 
is a rupture of equilibrium in biology. It is a disso- 
Ciation because it prevents association. Thus the hatreds 
and animosities generated by war prevent co-operation of 
peoples of different countries from co-operating on equal 
bases. So the philosophy of force is unsound because 
it ignores the biological fact of the prevalence of mutual 
aid, because it is inconsistent in its use of force, and 
because it breaks up associations and friendships and 
co-operation between peoples of the warring groups and so 
prevents the spread of good will to them and the develop- 
ment of co-operative efforts with them. 

B. Views of Bhose Who Hold that War Has Never Been 

Essential to Progress. 
We come now to those statements of sociologists 


which hold thet war never has been and never will be 
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essential to progress. Arguing that war has in the past 
been detrimental to civilization, Nasmyth says thet even 
when superior nations have triumphed in war, war has aoant 
a loss of time, a circuitous route in the progress of 
civilization instead of a direct route. The development 
of the Balkans, he says, has been retarded for several 
centuries by wars. "Whenever we examine the facts from 
the point of view of the whole effect instead of the uni- 
lateral aberration we find that war has never Advanced but 
always retarded civilization." (1) "“Tfvite is noble. for a 
man to sacrifice himself for an ideal, to defend his country 
and his rights, and to lay down his life for a great cause, 
then it is equally base and ignoble to attack other men's 
lives and rights, to tyrannize over their consciences, 

to destroy their ideals by force."(2) 

Kirby Page argues that all of the good things which 
wars are supposed to have brought a could have been ob- 
tained without war, and that wars bring in results which 
outweigh any benefits which might be attributed to 
them. Thus our revelutionary war was unnecessary be- 
Gause England would have granted the colonies self-govern- 
ment as she has now granted it to Canada, Australia, and 
New Zealand. Slavery could have been abolished without 
the Civil War Because there were economic forces at work 
which doomed slavery. Furthermore, war ediiae': great 
problems, for example although war freed the slaves in the 
United States it did not solve our racial problem but 
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C. Views of Those Who Hold War is Unnecessary. 
War is unnecessary because it is possible for men to 
outgrow it just as they have outgrown and done away with 

otheyinstitutions which were undesirable. Stratton(1) 
points out that institutions, which at one time were con- 
| sidered to be s0 deep-rooted in human society that they 
were Wextenenis have in the course of history been done 
away with. Moreover the loss of these "permanent" in- 
stitutions has not been accompanied by the deetruction 
or even weakening of one of our great humen motives. 
Institutions which were at one time considered sacred and 
permanent but which man in his sociel development has 
discarded are child sacrifice, blood revenge, and slavery. 


"This unchanging nature of ours permits important changes 


in human conduct."(2) Great things have been done, con- 
cludes Mr. Stratton, while human nature remains the seme. 
Hobhouse maintains the same hepeful attitude and urges 
that the wills of men are true ceuses of sociel chenge 
and their intelligent cooperation is the sole cause of pro- 
gress. The conditions of social life show that the achieve- 
ment of the ethical ideal is within the compasgof human 
effort. (3) 
Brailsfora likewise holds that war i under no cir- 
cumstances desirable ana that it is possible for men, if 
they will, wo to arrange economic and political conditions 


Article, "Human Nature and War", Sci. Mo., Vil. 23: 71-4 
: £p10s" p.° 75 


5) Hobhouse,L.T., Socicl Development, p. 14 and 15, and Ch.xXIITI 
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which have made for war in the past, that they will not 
Cause war in the future. In other words, he also believes 
it possible to do away with war. (1) 

Ross is less hopeful of the ability of men to do away 
with war. "There is no assurance that war and the dread 
of war will be less potent in deflecting and determining 
the life of society than they have been."(2) ‘There is 
no force which will be capable of preventing anothe war 
when the present generation which has experiented this 
one has gone. He doubts if religion and peace agencies 
will attain prestige sufficient to pan suase public opinion 
in the years to come of the foolishness of war. He doubts 
if the clearest demonstration of the economic waste of 
war and armements heave more effect upon commercial minds 


than it has had in the past. "The growing aversion to 


wanton aggression instead of hampering the provocative 
foreign policy of statesmen, simply obliges them to resort 
to e more elaborate hypocrisy. The extent to which people 
may be deluded with the idea they are dying in a war of 
defense seems limitless. (3) Again he writes, "A cool 
relentless analysis of the situation discloses, then, 
little ground for hopeful anticipation." (4) If we con- 
tinue on the national line the outlook is the blackest 


humanity has ever faced. Ross rallies from this despair 


Braiistord,H.N., War of _ el and God,10th ed., pp.7-8. 
Ross,k.A., The Social Tren PP. De 22D f aie 

ps, 225 
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to the extent of saying that there is a way out--a door 
of escape through which men have, in similar situations, 
gone many times before. It is possible for men to do 
away with war. 

A much more hopeful attitude is expressed by Ellwood. 


He states that sociologists find no justification for the 


belief that racial antagonisms and international strife 

ere desirable and inevitable. We can not do away with 
competition, but we can control and regulate it. "Com- 
petition, at its best, becomes emulation; and especially 

on the higher: social plane is there little excuse for 
competition resulting in antagonism, enmity, end conflict."(1) 
EFllwood thus decisively condemns war as undesirable and 
unnecessary. 

Graham Wallas, in Our Social Heritage, assumes the 
attitude that war is an undesirable method of trying to 
settle differences between nations and claims that the 
great task of the present generation is to adapt to its 
own needs the social heritage which it has received from 
the preceding generation. This involves the creation and 
development of attitudes and interests favorable to co- 
operation between the peoples of the different nations 
and the political governments themselves. Thus Wallas 
seys that world co-operation is necessary if the human 

‘species is to survive. He also indicates the hope that 


as men realize the importance of co-operation they will 


(1) Christianity and Social Science, p.140 
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use all their knowledge and ingenuity to adapt the old 
national institutions to world purposes and to create 
new world institutions and traditions. (1) 

F. H. Giddings, the great Americen Sociologist, like- 
wise assumes that it is possible for man to do away with 
war. He assumes in general that man is able to determine 
his own actions and mentions the policies which must be 
followed in working out what he calls an equilibrium of 
international power. To Giddings history is a psycholo- 
gical or behavioristic equilibrium. The instinctive 
multitudes heave been adventurers and have come into con- 
tact with the physical, and social environment, the resultant 
of this contact is Gidding's equilibrium. "All have felt 
an urge and responded to it. They have dared and gone 
forth....They have fashioned empires and dismembered them, 
with infinite toil they have created social order and in 


° 


drunken deviltry have destroyed it,"(2) They have been 


free to choose. Therefore men are free to choose to-day 
whether there shall be war or whether there shall be peace. 
Bury, in discussing the place of modern Sociology and 
war in progress in a way sums up these positions. He 
says, "As for militarism, the epoch has arrived in which 
serious and lesting warfare among the elite nations will 
totally cease. The last general cause of warfare has 


been the competition for colonies. But colonial policy 


1) World Co-operation, Ch. IX, and Introduction. 
2) Studies in the Theory of Human Society, pe 92 
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is now in its decadence (with the temporary exception of 
England), so that we need not look for future trouble from 
this source,"(1) 

D. .The View That War is Undesirable. 

We have seen that various sociological writers say 
that war is not necessary. The discussion of the necessity 
of war assumes that it may not be deSirable and this atti- 
tude runs all through the writings of the sociologists 
quoted above. The most concise summary of this atti- 
tude has been written by one not primarily a sociologist 
but a Christian reformer. Beceuse of its brevity and 
comprehensiveness and also because it seems to be in 

harmony with the attitude of scientific students of society, 
the work of Sherwood Eddy is being used to summarize the 
reasons why war is undesirable. (2) 

Eddy's thesis is that war is undesirable because it 

is wrong in its methods, in its results, and because it 
is unChristian. In as much as our first section of this 
thesis was concerned with the application of the principles 
of Jesus toward war and as we are not in this thesis con- 
Rernea with the attitude of the church of to-day toward 
war we will omit Eddy's arguments in the last section of 
his statement. Beeause, however, the statements in the 
first two sections of his present concisely and force- 
fully attitudes held by many writers in religious and 
allied magezines, (3) we will summarize the arguments of 


Bury, The Idea of Progress, p. $00 ink 
Eddy,Sherwood, and Page Kirby, The Abolition of War. 


See issues of following magazines from 1925 to date: 
Christien Century,New Republic ,Nation,World Tomorrow, Survey 
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“War is wrong in its methods because it employs methods 
of ruthless military necessity under irresponsible national 
sovereignty, where might makes right. Thus each country 
believes its own acts to be right. 3 fire tponeibia nationas-~ 

-ism.on both sides is placed above the moral order of the 
universe. Military necessity leads to the abrogation of 
treaties and the disruption of national resvonsibility. 

it imposes the inhumane weapons of modern warfare such as 
poison gas, burning oil, submarines, aeroplane bombs, 

hunger blockades. Under military necessity the individual 
soldier is forced to fight regardless of his conscience. He 
is forced to do acts which he mey feel are immoral. 

‘War is wrong in its methods also because it employs 
the methoc of reprisals and counter-reprisals, atrocities 
and counter-eatrocities. In its very nature war is re- 
taliation.....War is not a settlement but an unsettlement; 
it is a boundless prcevocation; it is a cumulative counter- 
offensive where evil outdoes evil, force overwhelms force, 
hatred kindles a deeper hate."(1) To give but one ex- 
ample, Germany uses poison gas at Ypres. We and all the 
world condemned the atrocity. But instead of doing better 
than the Germans we out-did them in their deadly work by 
using even more deadly gas. Chlorine gas, then mustard, 
then Lewisite, and now there is even still more deadly gas. 

Again, war is wrong in its methods because it vic- 
timizes both sides by a distorted propaganda. Eddy con- 
tends that a modern war can not be run ®uccessfully if we 


tell the whole truth and nothing but the truth. It is 
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necessary to suppress two sets of facts: All generous 
statements sbout the foe, and all unfavorable reports 

about oursélves and our allies, He then goes on to show 
how, in the last war, various stories of eres 
attributed to German soldiers were traced to their sources 
and found to be untrue. They were used, however, by the 
officials of the allied countries to induce the public to 
hate the enemy and so support the war to the fullest extent. 

Thus Eddy contends that war is wrong and,undesirable 
in its methods because it employs ruthless methods under 
the pressure of military necessity, because it utilizes 
reprisals which breed counter-reprisals and because it 
foists on all combatants distorted propaganda. All of 
these methods use men as tools and means to the end of 
winning the war and so are undesirable. 

Not only is war wrong in its methods but its re- 
sults are undesirable. Eddy recognizes that some good 
results from war. "It would be impossible to have such 
an outpouring of life and treasure, and such an expendi- 
ture of energy, often with high motives and for high ends, 
without heving some beneficial consequences."(1) He 
does meintain however that modern war has become so de- 
structive that its evil results far outweigh the good. 

War is wrong in its results because it destroys ma- 
terial wealth and prosperity. Quoting Professor E.L. 
Bogart from his Direct amd Indirect Costs of the Great 


World War, Eddy notes that the direct cost of the War was 
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one hundred and eighty-six billion dollars, while the total 
direct and indirect cost was three hundred and thirty- 
seven billion dollars, It cost the United States 
$215,000,000 a day. This money did not ‘go into con- 
structive enterprises, but was used to destroy human life 
and the work of humen hands which had labored for years 

to buibd bridges, buildings, and steamships. 

War is destructive of humen life. According to 
Bogart the total number of deaths, combatants and non- 
combatants, was 26,000,000. In addition are: 

20,000,000 wounded | 

9,000,000 war orphans 

5,000,000 war widows 

10,000,000 refugees. 
these figures do not include indirect losses due to re- 
volution, famine, and pestilence, and the increased death 
rate due to the war. ‘hen we consider that human life 
‘is the most precious thing we know it is impossible to 
measure the extent to which the institution, which causes 
such loss of life and human suffering, is wrong. 

War is also destructive of moral standards. It 
undermines moral standards and lowers the standards of 
culture and civilization. It carries with it all other 
evils -- "hatred, vengeance, murder, atrocity, falsehood, 
deceit, sexual passion; the defense of evil, the searing 
of conscience, the loss of moral standards; disease, famine, 
poverty, despair; violence, revolution, lawlessness, crime, 
and death."(1) 
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War is futile. "Napoleon said, *I doubt if war ever 
really settled anything. It unset tiles everything......-. 
The more I study the world the more I am convinced of the 
inability of brute force to create anything durable,'"(1) 
The world war was fought to protect womanhood but the war 
killed millions of women directly and indirectly--by means 
of famine and pestilence. Thousands were violated, five 
million were widowed and ten million were made refugees. 

The World War was fought to make the world safe for 
people to live in and to do away with war. But there 
have been wars and the seeds of war are germinating. 

Thus war is futile; it does not accomplish what those who 
fight hope to accomplish. 

Finally war is wrong and undesirable in its results 
because it is suicidal. The methods and implements of 
destruction are so terrible and powerful that civilization 
itself is in danger of destruction if there should be 
another war, 

Thus war is wrong in its results because it is de- 
structive of wealth, of human life, of moral standards, 
and because it is futile and suicidal. So Eddy concludes 
thet war is undesirable in its methods and in its results. 

Our survey of the field of Sociology has shown that 
the arguments in support of war as inevitable and bound 
up with human nature cen not be maintained. The Bidogical 
Analogies fall down because they are shown to be false 


analogies and not true to fact. The arguments from 
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Anthropology are likewise shown to be basec more upon fancy 
than facts. Psychology failed to support with scientific 
data the contention that human nature is such that waYis 
inevitable. Writers in general sociology who hold that 
war is desirable cdo so on the basis of the Biological 
Analogy which is not consistent with facts we know. Other 
writers from the fiela of general sociology hold that war 
is not inevitable nor is it desirable. We can say, then, 
so far as we have investigatec, that modern saciologists 

in the main find war inconsistent. with rational action, 

for it is opposed to the underlying current of mutual aid 
or association which permeates the race of men. Further- 
more, war is declared by Sociologists to be an archaic 
method of settling international disputes, it is declared 


to be undesirable in its methods and in its results. 
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Chapter III 
THE TEACHINGS OF JESUS AND OF MODERN SOCIOLOGY 
ON WAR COMPARED. } 


1. The Principles on Which Jesus' Teachings Were Based. 


In Chapter I we attempted to ascertain the attitude 

of Jesus toward war. We saw thet this attitude was im- 
plied by generel principles he set forth and by the 

tenor of his life. The general principles upon which 
his teachings were based were: 1. The Fatherhood of God 
to ell men; aur 2. the brotherhood of all men. Besides 
these basic principles there were others which ren througn 
his teachings and developed from these more fundamental 
conceptions. 3. Personality is the most valuable thing 
in the universe and anything which destroys or stunts its 
development is sinful. 4, The way for men to live together 
most happily is to act lovingly toward one another. Thus 
Beirtues such as truthfulness, co-operation, unselfishness 
are most valuable to the development of the Human race. 

5. The spirit of God--of Joving helpfulness--can dominate 
the lives of all men if they will but permit it to co so. 
6. The most effective response to evil is not force but 


positive, loving action. 


2, The Principles on Which the Sociologists Ease Their 
Teachings Compared with Those of Jesus. 


In chapter II we noticed the attitude of modern 


Sociologists toward war. What were the general principles 
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which seem to undergird the attitudes of these thinkers? 
First of all from Biology we see that all men are ana- 


tomically the same. The physical differences between men. 


of cifferent countries and of different races are not as 
great as the differences between the individuals of the 
same race. Wherever man is found, he is of the same | 


species. Anthropology bears out this contention. We | 


have Franz Boas stating that there are no such things as 
recial traits and racial differences.(1) What men have | 
called racial traits are in reality not Snherent in the 

race but are the result of cultural, geographical, and his- 
torical factors. Psychologists also find in the peoples 
of various lands sufficient evidence to show that whatever 


the accident of birth men everywhere have essentially the 


(1) Article, "What is a Race?" Nation, Vol.,120,dan.,28, 1925 
Boas says: "When comparing different races it is 
found that the variability of the genotypes comprising 

each race is so great that a family line might find 
its proper place in several races. In other words 
many hereditary characteristics are not faeleivin 
character, but must be assigned to gentypical lines, 
to family strains. .....1t may be possible to charac- 
terize family lines, but the assumption of general 
racial characteristics, anatomical, physiological, or 
mental, excepting those that belong to the race as a 
whole, is arbitrarily made. ....The occurrence of 
hereditary mental traits that belong to a particular 
race has never been proved. The available evidence 
makes it much more likely that the same mental traits 
appear in varying distribution among the principal 
racial groups. The behavior of an individual is 
therefore not determined by his racial affiliation 
but by the character of his ancestry and his cultural 
environment. We may judge of the mental character- 
istics of families and individuals, but not of races." 


Farsinted ove? to nebsd2i ds odd ortysebau OF me 
aSite 228 09% [fs ted? bee sw yaolold ost ile t0 


was ‘te 


gem aeswiad esone1nT tts isoteyda edt ,ompe sdd yitas 


OS San 2t2 ceo: IneteTTED Do bas seinteweo sasts LED 
ga to aisvetvivot edt nesvied eoonateTthb att se Be 
Sms sii to =i of \bavot at nan taveted® ssome ag 
BY .wcitasines eta2 suo etaed yuofoqgomdsnA © a8 | 
ei agntdd done on ots snodt dactd yoltete as0m stat oe 
oven pan gedw . (ij.cooastet?Ith istost foe edbexd | 
gud Gi Seatednt tou eitect nt ots 2tiert Lstoet bebe 
wien Dis lenisiiergocy Letuslwo to tives edd ows id eee 
seigeos. ealt mL Oat> oain afeizoladoyat setotost | 
Waevetedy Jelly wos of eonebive tudicttive abnsl azote 
OG! “Ylietineess oved sisiiwyieva nam détid. to énabioos a 
Meee ,685MaG OSi.fo! ,sotssi “teach a af dant 5 OLdaA te 
. Bi Zi aé0a: trerettio auivegawo sod¥" :3¥ee eso : 
Seeestgmos soeetones ot to “siikdsitay ost jalt hovel Ge 
iS Sigtn sot! _pltast » jekt dsety of ak sost dose ie 
S6%0w t5dso xi 29057 Letsves ni ecsig teqory asf 
@e Daivest Jom sie soitaltafoutudo Yistibeiwsd yoascm 
geeott Leoicyines ot osngisas od saum sud ,asdonaeg9 
= bates @3 sidicaog sd yex TLisnee ,Galetdea Ylimst of 
o> Seteees 10 motigmass att tud ,santl ylkmat extishe 
me 7iettaclotaytic ,lssteedans ,20tseirssostedo Lstost 
m G8 9987 Si cj yioled sadt saodt aantiqeoxe tecnem | 
W. 89NSt47500 O87... .Oban VWiistiidti af ,efody 
Setsotitag 4 0% anofed 2and asitsis istnos Ytetibsted — 
eonseive sidalieve sit -Dovoty ased asven asd 90st == 
Beter? isicon guaa ond sands (isdil s10m faua Ji ssdam =e 
fationizg sit gnome noldudiateiy gaitvesy at tacqgs (9 
ai feubivibat os te soivaded si? -6quotg Lalsat G 
meSgesiitie isitost atu yd bentoisteb fou e106 totedt 
feterius 2iti bas yitsaons aid to istoctasio esft ys sod 


waed9e%RHO istic. said to esbut ven oF -Shemotivag ~ 
Peegoet 10 jon tud ,slaevbtivibak Sas soilimet t6 astiabe 


- 63 


same feelings, and instincts. The very nature of the 
writings of general sociologists assumes this fundemental 
unity of the human race. Men in all lands have families 
of some form or other, they have institutions vite the 
State. They have customs and mores, they have language. 
The basic principle back of the opposition of most so- 
ciologists to war is this principle of the essential unity 
of men no matter where they are found. (1) Turning now 
to the teachings of Jesus we notice at ones how similar 
is this conception to Jesus' principle of the brotherhood 
of man. In fact the implications of this principle or 
sociology are that because of this fundamental unity 

men should act in brotherly ways toward one another (2). 
The reason for this brotherly attitude is that it brings 
greatest happiness to all, and without it destruction is 
almost inevitable. (3) Nasmyth speaks of ever-widening 
circles of friendship and co-operation in the history of 


the race. Now war is the antithesis of co-operation; 


(1) Thus Hobhowe,L.., Social Development, p. 277, Says, 
“Though mankind is morally one, it is and will remain 

organised in groups of every possible variety of 
character and size." 

(2) Thus Hobhouse, op. cit., p. 278, says, “Equality... — 
or the principle of universalism, by no means overrides 
the specific obligations of men to their respective 
groups, but it subordinates them to the deeper and 
wider obligations of man to man. It does not ask 
me to love another man's son as my own, but it does 
bid me in what I may do for my son to refrain from 
wronging another, and it does exhort me to make of 
my love for mine a basis of understanding and sym- 
pathy for the similar feeling of another." 

(3) we noticed that this was the attitude of Ross. 
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it is based upon, and produces hatrea, the very opposite 
of love and friendship. Sociologists, by observing the 
actions and the results of actions of men have thus come 
to agree with Jesus that the most practical relationship 
thet men should have toward each other is that dominated 
by the spirit of brotherly love. 

Developing with the general principle of the funda- 
mental unity of the human race is the tendency of the so- 
ciologist to place human life as the highest value to be 
conserved. By human life we mean the possibility for the 
noblest development of every individuei life. fo this end 
sociologists propose education of all kinds,recreation, 
freedom of thought and action. To this end also they 
oppose all that would lessen or make more difficult the 
development of personality in each individual. So so- 
ciologists oppose degrading laboring conditions, ignorance, 
oppression, and war. But this value of humen life is 
like the velue Jesus placed upon LEES:, He spoke of God 
as caring for every hair on the head of each man. AY 
have come," he said, "that you might have life and have 
it more abundantly." (1) Furthermore, Jesus’ whole 
message consisted of principles which, if followed, would 
enable men, living together, to have this larger and more 
abundant life. Finally, the actions of Jesus in healing 
the sick, in going to feasts and festivals in enjoying 
Pate and helping others to enjoy it, show that Jesus 


also placed a high value upon rich, noble, human Life. 
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Again, Sociology extols mutual aid as a principle 


+ 


which should guide human action. Nesmyth points out how 
this principle seems to run through the whole kingdom of 
nature and at present is what holds the smaller 5.5008 of 
individuals together as groups. It has been a very in- 
portant factor in the development of social groups, such 
as the family, clan, tribe, and nation.(1) Now it must 
be applied to the whole human family. It is this prin- 
ciple which directly develops into love ena good will, 
Once again we have a parallel to Jesus! teaching. This 
principle of mutual aid is really an expression in another 
way of what Jesus meant by the spirit of God. Jesus 
thought of God es father to 211 men and believed that the 
spirit of love which the Father had toward men would eventu- 
ally fill the lives of men and God's will would thus be 
done on earth. Mutual aid can thus be considered as a 
specialized application of the universal spirit of love 
which Jesus felt to be the very essence of God and which 
would inereasingly dominate the lives of men. 

Finally, it is held by some sociologists thet the 
method: to be used in order to get men to see the ne- 
cessity and practicality of the practise of mutual aid 
must be one involving sacrifice on the part of those who 
see that a better world is possible. Says Ellwood, "Social 
science has discovered.....no way in which our world can 
be transformed from a world of egoism and etrife to one 
of fellowship and .co-operation except by the sacrifice 


and suffering of those who have the vision of e better 


(1) See Hobhouse, op. Gite, pe 41 
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human world."(1)  Ellwood's method is the inauguration 


of a cycle of friendly, loving acts on the part of some 
one nation and individuals toward other nations and in- 


dividuals of other nations. This will involve a certain 


Ly 


' amount of sacrifice and unselfishness, but it will start 
a series of loving social relationships to supplatt those 
of hate and distrust which result from greed and the use 
mea force, We) see,. in this method of social reform, the 
method of Jesus. We have noted that Jesus! teaching 
regarding response to evil was to do good, tt was a 
positive dynamic response which disarmed the enemy who 
used force. Likewise Jesus' method of solving the burn- 
ing political problem of his day was not the use of the 


sword but the use of spiritual power which should make the 


use of the sword unnecessary and useless. When Sociology 
says that to do away with war we must co-operate, it has 
partially adopted the program of Jesus. When it says 
that in oder to get people to co-operate, some must be 
Willing to sacrifice and suffer, Sociology has adopted 


the method of Jesus, which is the method of the cross. 


5. Conclusion. 

There is then just one of the principles of Jesus 
which has not been adopted by that group of Sociologists 
which argue against war. That principle is one the posses- 


sion of which makes Christianity ea religion and the lack 


(1) Christianity and Social Setence, Ch. VI. 
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of which keeps Sociology a science. Sociology does not 
link up God with its opposition to war. On the other hand, 
for Jesus, war is undesirable because by engaging oe it men 
can not be Godlike, they can not become the Sons of God. 
Aside from this one difference in regard to the place of 
God in the scheme of things, we find modern Sociology and 
the teachings of Jesus being opposed to war on substantially 


the same grounds. 
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